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| _No. 10 
EDITORIAL NOTES. 


IN THE EIGHTY-FIFTH PSALM WE READ: 
‘“‘Mercy and truth are met together; 
righteousness and peace have kissed 
each other. Truth shall spring out of 
the earth; and righteousness shall look 
down from heaven.” Mercy and right- 
eousness from God bring peace to all 
who know the truth, The Roman 
Catholic theologians have covered the 
truth with a mantle of sophistry and 
the great mass of the people cannot 
see it. The great truth of religion is 
that God sent His Son into the world 
to save men, and that whosoever will 
may be saved. Repentance and faith 
will do the work. Sacraments and 
ceremonies may give expression to 
faith, but dependence upon them is 
fatal to peace. Our Roman Catholic 
friends do not know whether the priests 
who perform the ceremonies and ad- 
minister the sacraments validly dis- 
charge such duties. They may not 
pronounce the words of consecration 
at the mass or of absolution at confes- 
sion. In such cases, all admit, the 
bread and wine are not changed into 
the body and blood of Christ, and for- 
giveness is not granted. How pitiful 


2y0 
is the condition of a devout Romanist 
who adores the wafer not consecrated, 
and after full confession does not re- 
ceive absolution. He is dependent 
upon his priest for mercy and right- 
eousness, which come from God alone, 
and the soul instead of finding peace 
is tormented by scruples and doubts. 
To PILATE’s QUESTION JESUS ANSWERED: 
‘“To this end was I born, and for this 
I into the world, that I 
truth. 
Every one that is of the truth heareth 
My voice.” (John 18: 37.) The voice 
All 
power was given unto Him and He 


cause came 


should bear witness unto the 


ip 
of Jesus calls us to come to Him. 


will use that power for all who hear 
Him. But they who obey popes and 
priests do nothear Him. They imag- 
ine He speaks to them through the 
priests, whether the latter have faith in 
Him or not. They denounce us ex- 
priests as bad men etc. because we 
obey Him rather than the Pope and 
love the Bible more than the decrees 
and commandments of the Church; 
yet they came to us to confess their 
sins and receive our pardon and par- 
take of the sacraments that we admin- 
istered, without knowing whether we 
honestly aud honorably discharged our 
duties or not. The priest who now sits 
in the confessional may be contem- 
plating the possibility of escape from 
the priesthood. He has lost faith in 
the Roman sacraments and looks upon 
ceremonies as vain shows. How can 
the people depend upon him for the 
mercy and righteousness of God? Let 
learn the truth 
from the Word of God, and the truth 


our Catholic friends 


will make them free and bring them 
mercy, righteousness and peace, which 
Roman sacraments could never do, 
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A MARBLE TABLET IN MEMORY OF 
Prince Rudolf was unveiled Sunday, 
August 24, in the village of Gans, 
Upper Styria. The chief ornamenta- 
tion isa Madonna in relief, with the 
inscription, ‘‘Mother of God, pray for 
him.” This young man, the only son 
of the Emperor of Austria, committed 
suicide last year after killing his mis- 
He with all the 
ceremonies of the Church of Rome, 
and his father has paid for many masses 
Now the 


tress. was buried 


for the repose of his soul. 
poor Virgin,Mary must be invoked for 
additional prayers for him, What lit- 
tle respect the Roman Church must 
have for her to ask her to intercede for 
such a wretch. If he were a poor man 
she would not be asked to pray for him. 
Surely our Catholic friends must believe 
that she has better business in heaven 
than praying for the suicide Rudolf 
because he was the son of an emperor. 
It is a shame to ask her to do for him 
what he would not do for himself. He 
did not pray for himself; why should 
she pray for him ? 





THE ON 
question which we publish this month 
from the New York /nvdependent will 
attract attention. 


gone over the articles, which fill a 


DISCUSSION THE SCHOOL 


We have carefuily 


dozen pages of the /udependent, and 
selected what we deem the best 
sentations of the subject. 


pre- 





To THE REQUEST OF THE EDITOR OF 
the /ndependent for an article on the 
subject Cardinal Gibbons replies that 
‘‘some views” of his on the education 
question may be found in his volume 
published last year. The editor does 
not mind the snub, but prints a column 


and a half of platitudes from the Car- 

















dinal’s book. The Cardinal’s conde- 
scension in replying at all strikes the 
editor with amazement. ‘‘Why,” he 
exclaims in an editorial note, ‘‘we 
have had letters to this office from the 
American Cardinal addressed ‘Rev- 
erend and Dear Sir.’” And he adds 
with complacent humility, ‘‘It was a 
proper and gracious politeness that 
dictated this form of address to one 
whose priest’s orders the Cardinal 
could not have allowed to be valid.” 
This reminds us of the explanation of 
the judicious and learned editor of 
the New York Avange/ist, when taken 
to task for his eulogy of Cardinal Gib- 
bons: ‘‘He not only addressed me 
‘Reverend and Dear Sir,’ but he also 
signed his letter ‘Yours in Christ;’ 
therefore he must be a Christian and a 
gentleman.” 

ONE OF THE OLD PRIESTS IN CHICAGO 
when we were one of them, Father 
Mike Donohue, was not respected by 
his parishioners as much as he desired. 
lle complained of this lack of rever- 
ence time and again, but they only 
laughed at him. A few days before 
the beginning of Lent he received a 
circular from the bishop containing 
the regulations for fasting, beginning 
with the usual form of address, ‘‘Rev- 
erend and Dear Sir.” At the next 
Sunday's mass before reading the 
notices he took occasion to refer once 
more to the ill-treatment he received 
from his people. ‘‘You do not respect 
me,” he said, ‘‘because I am not very 
learned and do not preach big sermons 
to you; but here is something that will 
surprise you (showing the circular). 
See what his lordship the bishop of the 
diocese, a prince of the Church, says 
iome: ‘Reverend and Dear Sir,’ he 
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says. ‘Reverend and Dear Sir,’ that’s 
me, my brethren. Now who will say 
anything against me after that?” 

THE MANY AND GREAT EDITORS OF 
the Zndependent, and the learned editor 
of the Avangelist, are superior in all 
respects to poor Father Mike Donohue, 
who felt a natural pride in being ad- 
dressed ‘‘Reverend and Dear Sir,’ 
in a printed circular, by ‘this lordship 
the bishop, a prince of the Church.” 





WE HAVE QUOTED MORE THAN ONCE 
from the ‘‘Personal” items in the edi- 
torial page of the New York 7ribune 
interesting news about the Pope, and 
In the 
Tribune of September 5, 1890, we find 
the following: 


we are glad to do so again. 


‘The Pope has been 
ordered to drink beer instead of wine, 
and a quantity of bottles have been 
ordered from Vienna. It seems that 
the Pope’s beer is to be prepared differ- 
ently from the ordinary German beer. 
The Austrians are reported to be in 
high glee at the honor of thus provid- 
ing for the Pope's table.” How can 
we expect the Roman Catholics to 
practise temperance while the Pope is 
drinking his beer. 

THE DAILY PAPERS ANNOUNCE THAT 
Sister Rose Gertrude, the young En. 
glish nun who resolved to devote her 
life to the care of the lepers at Molokai, 
like Father Damien, has become dis- 
satisfied and will leave the sett!ement. 
The people of Honolulu did not re- 
ceive her as cordially as she expected. 
A dspatch, dated September 6, says 
Sister Rose Gertrude is resolved to lay 
her case before the Pope to beg him to 
interpose his authority with the people 
who oppose her. She is the daugh- 
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ter of an Episcopal clergyman, and if 
she returns to her family public opin- 
ion will surely be on her side. 

The controversy over the moral 
character of Father Damien between 
the novelist R. L. Stevenson and Rev. 
Dr. Hyde of Honolulu has led to the 
publication of a pamphlet by the Bos- 
ton Congregationalist, in which the 
leper priest is shown to have been no 
better than other ‘‘holy fathers” who 
are doomed to a life of celibacy. 

WE CALL SPECIAL ATTENTION TO THE 
graphic description of the ceremonies 
of the mass in the celebration in the 
Cathedral of Siena by a correspondent 
of the New York Zridune. Paganism 
and not Christianity was represented 
in that Cathedral, and though the 
writer does not sayso, or the Z77zbune 
would not print his thought expressed 
in words, it was evidently in his mind. 
The same ceremony is performed in 
the New York Cathedral when Arch- 
bishop Corrigan officiates, but as this 
is a Protestant country there is not the 
same irreverence among the priests 
and attendants as in Italy. The num- 
ber of priests in Italy is startling. No 
wonder the people should be poor and 
long for deliverance from Popery. 





WE REJOICE TO SEE THE FOLLOWING 
paragraph going the rounds of the re- 
ligious press. It first appeared in the 
New York /era/d report of Monsignor 
Preston’s sermon in St. Ann’s Church, 
New York, January 1, 1888, and was 
printed in ‘THE CONVERTED CaTHLOIC 
for February 1888. We hope it will 
be copied in every religious journal in 
America: 

‘Every word Leo speaks from his 
high chair is the voice of the Holy 
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Ghost and must be obeyed. You say, 
‘I will receive my faith from the pon- 
tiff, but I will not receive my politics 
from him.’ This assertion is dislyoal 
and untruthful. You must not think 
as you choose; you must think as 
Catholics. — Vicar General Preston.” 





THE BOOK REFERRED TO IN THE LONG 
article on the School Question—‘‘The 
Judges of Faith; Christian vs. Godless 
Schools”—is a small volume of 178 
pages. Through Benziger Bros., Bar- 
clay street, New York, we procured a 
copy of the “Centennial Revised Edit- 
ion, 1889,” from John Murphy & Co., 
Baltimore. It is printed on poor pa- 
per, and altogether is a poor book for 
the price, fifty cents. 





THE REVELATIONS OF CORRUPTION IN 
Tammany Hall and the Church of 
Rome in New York made by Father 
McGlynn in his Cooper Union address 
published in this issue should cause 
Protestants to wake up. They have 
been asleep for a long time and Rome 
and Tammany have been running the 
city government, using $34,000,000 
annually for the purpose. 





MucH SPACE IS GIVEN TO VARIOUS 
notices of Cardinal Newman _ this 
month, especially in the ‘‘Letter to 
Cardinal Gibbons.” All the writers 
whom we quote are countrymen of 
the late Cardinal’s who knew him well. 





SEVERAL HUNDRED SUBSCRIBERS WHO 
have neglected to remit their subscrip- 
tion for this year should remember 
that unless they hurry up they will 
soon have to pay two years’ subscrip- 
tion. Indeed they can renew for next 
year now when they pay for this yea 
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CONVERTS FROM ROME. 





WHILE admiring friends are 
\ placing wreaths on the tomb 
of Cardinal Newman and 
eulogizing him for ‘‘converting” many 
clergymen of the Church of England 
to Romanism, nothing is said even in 
the religious press of the large number 
who discovered they had been deceived 
and returned to Protestantism. We 
have published the names of many of 
them, but there are many more who 
have silently withdrawn from the Ro- 
man Catholic Church to live in retire- 
ment. We hope papers like the Lon- 
don Christian and the English Church- 
man will give more attention to this 
subject. 





The latest convert from Rome among 
English priests is the Rev. Ernest 
Maitland, Roman Catholic Chaplain 
of St. Marylebone Infirmary, Notting 
Hill, London, whose secession from 
Rome is announced in the London 
Globe, with the additional information 
that Father Maitland will shortly be- 
come a clergyman of the Church of 
England. There are, says the Chris- 
tian, more converts from Romanism 
acting as Protestant ministers than is 
generally supposed. Their numbers 
will increase in proportion as the Gos- 
pel is preached to the priests—when 
they learn that there is a sure way of 


salvation by the blood of Christ alone. 


* 
* * 


MISSION TO THE BOHEMIANS. 

A mission for the conversion of the 
Bohemians has been inaugurated in 
Baltimore. The Baltimore Methodist, 
September 11, 1890, says : 

‘The Bohemian Mission is doing 
well so far. The congregation has 


increased to a considerable extent and 
the Sunday school has 38 on roll. The 
work is one of extreme difficulty, of 
course, and great results are not to be 
looked for immediately. One good 
evidence that the work is telling is the 
fact that it is being strenuously opposed 
by the Roman Catholics, the foreign 
priests using their influence against the 
movement to the uttermost. Brother 
Smith, the missionary, is energetic and 
hopeful and says ‘the best of all, God 
is with us.’ ” 

There are two Bohemian priests, if 
not more, in business in Baltimore 
who could do good work in the mis- 
sion. Last Spring one of them, Rev. 
John C. Hojda, delivered a lecture on 
the great Bohemian, John Huss, before 
the United Bohemian Societies of Bal- 
timore. We hope soon to announce 
the opening of a mission for the con- 
version of the Roman Catholics of 
Baltimore who speak English. They 
need the Gospel as much as the Bo- 
hemian bretbren. Ail Roman Catho- 
lics are ignorant of the way of salva- 
tion outside the sacramental circle. 
For them, no priest, no sacrament; no 
sacrament, no salvation. This should 
be well understood by American Chris- 
tians. Roman Catholicism as a relig- 
ion, with the Pope as its head, is the 
same in all parts of the world. 

# 

Mr. William Waldron, the converted 
Catholic youth whom we placed in 
Mr. Moody’s school at Mount Hermon 
last August, as might be expected is 
charmed with the place and all his 
surroundings. He will make good 
use of his time there. 








BY REV. 


‘OT only is the spirit of God 
working among Irish Catholics 
and American priests, but 

other classes of those deluded by 

Rome’s false light are being led out of 

darkness through the light of Christ. 

From Spain comes the good news that 

Father Rafael de Zafra Menendez has 

received into his heart the glorious 

Gospel of grace, and is now seeking 

to uproot the weeds of Roman heresy 

which he had sown with liberal hand. 

He is planting the good seed of the 

Word in Spanish soil where his labors 

are already bearing fruit. 





His con- 
version was very remarkable and the 
way in which the Lord led him is an- 
other illustration of sovereign power 
and love. 

Father Zafra had wide experience in 
Roman Catholic administration and 
affairs. He had been a Friar, a Pres- 
byter, a Jesuit professor in Bordeaux, 
an Apostolic missionary in Africa, 
rector of parishes, a Doctor of Divinity 
and mission preacher in Madrid, Bar- 
celona and other cities. The antece- 
dents of this priest in addition to his 
personal gifts and popularity make 
him a subject of deep interest to all 
whose sympathies are given to the 
work of God among Roman Catholics. 
We are glad he is under the pastoral 
care of the Figueras Evangelistic Mis- 
sion carried on by a most estimable 
and earnest brother, pastor Lopez 
Rodriguez, who has won many de- 
luded souls to the cross of Christ. His 
great mission is similar to Curist’s 
Mission in New York under the care 
of Father O'Connor, and like it is also 
the outcome of faith and prayer and 
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FATHER ZAFRA THE SPANISH PRIEST. 


GEORGE C. 





NEEDHAM. 


earnest toil for the Master. ‘The fol- 
lowing is Father Zafra’s letter of recan- 
tation of the errors of Rome and con- 
fession of his faith in Christ. 

‘God, our heavenly Father, is ever 
ready to hear and answer prayer. He 
tells us that there is great joy in heaven 
when a soul, moved by the Holy Spirit, 
repenting yields itself and says like St. 
Paul, ‘What wilt Thou have me to do ?’ 
He who searches the depths of our 
hearts and is ‘not willing that any 
should perish, but that all should 
come to repentance,’ fills such a soul 
with the grace and fire of the Holy 
Ghost, making him understand with 
the wonderfully clear light Eternal 
Truths; communicating to him a 
strength and love which enables him 
to overcome all obstacles; rise above 
all difficulties; suffer with holy joy all 
affections, and face with heroic courage 
every kind of labor. The Word of 
God penetrates ‘like a two edged sword,’ 
and inspired by it the true disciple ex- 
claims with Paul, ‘I live, yet not I, 
but Christ liveth in me.’ 
Thine, Jesus my Saviour. 


Iam all 


‘For many years I was a presbyter 
of the Church of Rome, and now write 
this to announce publicly my voluntary 
separation from that Church. I be- 
longed to the order of San Francisco, 
was ex-apostolic missionary, have 
borne responsibilities of cure of souls, 
but with joy now enter the true Church 
of Christ, in which I desire to labor 
under the guidance of the Divine 
Master for the rest of my life, diffusing 
His Holy Word and teaching to all the 


true way of salvation. My heart, 


burning with the fire of the Holy Spirit 

















having the precious ‘treasure’ of which 
my Saviour speaks, with all humility 
do I entreat those who have been my 
prelates, superiors, inferiors, compan 

ions and friends that they will study 
the Holy Scriptures with deliberation, 

care and in a true spirit. Faithfulness 
in this the Lord Jesus will reward by 
enlightening the understanding and 
revealing the way of peace in which 
alone there is security. If all the 
priests studied the Holy Scriptures the 
Lord would illuminate them so that 
they might understand its true mean- 
ing, and then, all united in love which 
the Word of God generates in the 
heart, the whole world would be won. 
Unhappily this is not the case. When 
students leave religious seminaries they 
carry away with them little more 
than knowledge in the head, intel- 
lectual pride in the heart, love of gain 
and ambition in the soul. May the 
Lord pour out His efficacious grace so 
that all may comprehend Him as He 
desires to be comprehended. May all 
nations gather round His standard; 
and thus united give to the world the 
grand spectacle of a band of true 
brethren, true disciples of the Son of 
Man who, though God, came down to 
our earth to heal sin-laden souls, to 
sanctify and teach with holy benignity 
and simplicity the beauty of His Holy 
Word, placing it within the reach of 
every intelligence, for His desire is to 
save all. 

‘‘Holy Bible! The conscience puri 
fied by the crystaline waters that flow 
from that sacred fountain should cast 
away unscriptural doctrines, such as 
the mystery of  transubstantiation 
which Innocent III., could he but re- 
turn to this world, certainly would 
not venture again to promulgate. The 
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existence of purgatory that augments 
the avarice of those who call themselves 
‘lights of the world,’ but who are robed 
in black as if they had daily to weep 
over the tombs of the dead. Confes- 
sion!—Oh, God of Israel! How dark 
is the entrance into those secreted cay- 
erns of iniquity, and how little purity 
can emerge from the black waters 
which flow therein. Worship of the 
saints—If it were true that, as the 
Church of Rome states, they being al- 
most innumerable and able to hear 
prayer are constantly interceding for 
us, it is only logical that the faith of 
Roman Catholics would grow daily, 
but, on the contrary, it is decreasing 
in a manner so unmistakable as to be 
past concealing. In our days enlight- 
ened women by the mellifluous love 
caught from the confessional are about 
the only ones who resort to their po- 
tent intercession, showing preference 
to those most recently canonized who, 
being at their zenith, obtain from God 
all they intercede for. sIndulgences !— 
With what labor foolish ones have with 
dainty hands embroidered magnificent 
ornaments to set off the brilliancy of 
the high pontificate, having obtained 
thereby the remission of all their sins, 
however great or infamous, calmly 
hoping for an entrance into those ce- 
lestial gates where the Divine Spouse 
will say to them those words, ‘Come, 
ye blessed of my Father, for ye decked 
in purple and gold the august person 
of My representative on the earth.’ 
Oh, that the Word of 
God may fructify all over the world 


Poor women ! 


so that men and women may become 
instructed, as they have a right to be, 
for the Son of Man came to give light 
to all. 

‘RAFAEL DE ZAFRA MENENDEZ.” 
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FATHER McGLYNN ON TAMMANY HALL. 





4 FTERan absence of fourmonths 
Father McGlynn resumed his 
AN Sunday evening lectures in 
Cooper Union, New York, September 
7, and the welcome accorded him by 
his former parishioners and friends is 
thus described in the New York IVordd, 
September 8 : 
‘The reception to Dr. McGlynn as 
he stepped upon the platform in the 





main hall of Cooper Union last even- 
ing after an absence of four months 
was of the sort with which conquering 
heroes are popularly supposed to be 
familiar. The big stage was beautifully 
decked with palms and ferns and flags 
and flowers, and a string orchestra 
kept everybody in good nature until 
the Doctor's arrival. 

‘It is impossible to describe by any 
hackneyed phrases the scene which 
followed the appearance of Dr. Mc- 
Glynn. ‘Cheers rent the air,’ to be 
sure, but they were drowned by the 
yells, with 
which the female portion of the Anti- 


yells, almost hysterical 
Poverty Society welcomed their return. 
ing leader. Men and women climbed 
upon the benches and waved hats, 
handkerchiefs and umbrellas, and only 
those sitting within three feet of the 
orchestra would have known or even 
have suspected that the musicians were 
all the while playing ‘Hail to the Chief.’ 
There was a whirlwind of welcome, a 
pandemonium of plaudits, a hurricane 
of hurrahs. 

‘The ex-pastor of St. Stephen's 
Church looked uncommonly well. He 
has taken on flesh during his visit to 
the Pacific slope and had the air of 


a man thoroughly satisfied with him- 


we 
il 


se 


‘Dr. McGlynn’s appearance to the 
front of the platform was the signal 
for another cyclone of cheers that 
lasted fully five minutes. The Doctor 
spoke for two hours and a quarter. 
The subject of the discourse was the 
clergy and their relations to corruption 
in politics.” 

ROMANISM AND POLITICS. 

The subject of my lecture to night, 
said Father McGlynn, was suggested 
by the fact that at this moment there 
is @ movement on foot by a number of 
clergymen of this city to purify politics. 
I am here not to criticise that move- 
ment, but to applaud it. It is not only 
the right but the duty of the clergymen 
to teach their fellow-men how to im- 
prove their temporal as well as their 
spiritual conditions. If they are not 
leaders of the public they will soon 
find that their occupation, like Othel- 
lo’s, is gone. The clergymen who 
reads or recites a carefully prepared 
homily once a week, with graceful 
gestures and in well modulated tones, 
may feel that he is doing all his duty, 
but he is not. The clergy must come 
down from the clouds, come down 
from this interminable hair-splitting 
of creeds and dogmas, which, to tell 
the truth, the world cares very little 
about, tu the practical affairs of life. 
They must get nearer to the hearts of 
humanity. 

Ido not say that politics should 
be preached from the pulpit. So far 
as actual politics are concerned the 
Church and State should be altogether 
apart. Every American believes this. 
But one of the most potent causes of 
corruption in the politics of to-day, as 
in the past, is the union of Church and 
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State—not by any constitution, not in 
an open and avowed way, but by 
favors that are exchanged between 
churches and politicians. Churchmen 
wink at corruption in the hope that 
some portion of the public funds shall 
come into theirShands through the aid 
of corrupt politicians. 

As affairs stand in New York City 
there are bargains between politicians 
and clergymen who wink at corruption. 
Think of the ministers of God [Roman 
Catholic priests] smiling complacently 
upon corruption because some of the 
money from the public treasury finds 
its way into the church tills. One of 
the reasons that a famous, or infamous, 
political organization [Tammany Hall] 
is so firmly intrenched in this city is 
because the clergy has been in favor of 
corruption. It has got to be a stand- 
ing joke that theJbest time to hold a 
church fair is just before election, 
when the politicians can come around 
with their greenbacks and, under the 
guise of helping the church, bribe 
priests and laity as well. The candi- 
date for office can come in with his 
pocketbook in his hand and by going 
around from table to table, ostentat- 
iously putting down a $10 bill on each 
table, secure the votes of a large por- 
tion of the people of that church. 

Imagine a clergyman announcing 
from his pulpit that] Mr. So-and-so, a 
gambler very likely, has visited the fair 
during the past week, and that Mr. 
Somebody-else, his political rival, has 
not yet shown up, but that he (the 
clergyman) hopes he will visit the fair 
before the next Sunday. That is what 
was said from the pulpit of a church in 
this city to my own personal knowledge. 
| Dr. McGlynn has been the foremost 
riest New in York for twenty years. | 


TAMMANY HALL. 

Why, the corrupt Tammany ring, 
the confessedly, notoriously corrupt 
Tammany of twenty years ago, under 
the rule of Tweed and Sweeny and the 
rest, actually was kept in power largely 
by the exercise of influence by the 
priests. I shall be just enough to say 
that they were not aware of the gigan- 
tic stealing that was going on, but 
there’s where they were fooled. They 
were promised by the leaders of that 
gang that if they would influence and 
not oppose but help the re-election of 
the Tammany ring’s Mayor, that Tam- 
many ring would see to it that they 
should get public moneys for their 
private parochial schools. The bar- 
gain was made and kept on both sides. 

I remember, just after the downfall 
of the old Tweed ring twenty years ago, 
a party af ecclesiastics, some of them 
high up in the Church, were assembled 
in a room in this city. One of those 
present, a fresh young man, thinking 
that now that Boss Tweed was down it 
was a proper thing to kick him, made 
some uncomplimentary allusions to 
the ring, whereupon he was stopped 
by an oldecclesiastic who said, ‘“Tush ! 
tush ! remember they were our friends.” 


I say that should any corrupt bar- 
gain exist between the Church and the 
politicians it is an outrage which the 
American people should not permit. 
Why should not all the children of this 
city go to the public schools, for which 
we are all taxed? If you must have your 
little sham schools under the name of 
religious schools, then you should en- 
joy the luxury of paying for them out 
of your own pockets. If you want to 
do something more than to keep up a 
mere pretense of charity and makeita 
reality and not a mere sham, then do 
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charity and don’t keep up sham insti- 
tutions that are abundantly and ex- 
travagantly supported out of the public 
treasury. It is a mere sham; it is no 
longer charity—it’s business. 

Thousands upon thousands of public 
money are given as the price of politi- 
cal help to institutions which have no 
claim to the money. I care not 
whether your hospitals and asylums 
are conducted by Sisters of Mercy or 
by whom; if their cost is paid by the 
State they are not charities. Since by 
State legislation and State assistance 
these denominational, so-called, phil- 
anthropic institutions have been made 
possible, they have sprung up like 
mushrooms. It is no longer acharity, 
it is business, and that business is the 
result of bargains between the politic- 
ians and the churches. 

There I have opened out to my rev- 
erend brothers of all denominations a 
vast field of exploration as one of the 
sources, and the chief source, of cor- 
ruption in municipal politics. But I 
fear you will not hear much denuncia- 
tion of that union of Church and State 
—the remitting of assessments and 
taxes upon churches and private 
schools and hospitals—and so on—vast 
sums actually being taken out of the 
pockets of the community and given 
to the various churches and schools 
and institutions. As I have said, these 
establishments have actually increased 
like mushrooms, while before they re 
ceived any public money they were 
few and far between. The very people 
who were straining every nerve in the 
effort to get up sham, utterly unneces- 
sary parochial schools, were turning an 
utterly deaf ear to the wail that came up 
from the destitute children and the sick 
men and women of their own church, 


The Municipal League. 

The political corruption of Tam- 
many Hall is so glaring that it is a 
wonder to every one who is not a poli- 
tician that the citizens of New York 
can tolerate the rule of that body. Nine- 
-tenths of the followers of Tammany 
are also followers of the Pope, from 
Mayor Grant, who gave $10,0co to 
his godchild, the daughter of Richard 
Croker, down to the humblest work- 
man on the streets. The People’s 
Municipal League has been recently 
organized by well known citizens, Re- 
publicans and Democrats, for the puri- 
fication of politics in New York City. 
Nearly all the Protestant clergy of the 
city have expressed their willingness to 
aid the League, and the committee 
assumed that Archbishop Corrigan and 
his priests would be glad to co-operate 
also. This was a ridiculous mistake, 
for every thinking person in New York 
knows that Rome and Tammany have 
clasped hands for more than twenty 
years in robbing the city treasury. 

In the absence of Archbishop Corri- 
gan in Rome to suppress Dr. Burtsell, 
his Vicar General, Monsignor Preston, 
scored the Municipal League in the 
columns of the Sw for their imperti- 
nence in using the Archbishops name 
in their attempt to purify politics, that 
is to overthrow Tammany. 

Our good friend Rev. Joseph Hart- 
well shows in his admirable pamphlet, 
‘‘Romanism and Politics; Tammany 
Hall the Stronghold of Rome,” that 
the corruption in politics in New York 
should be laid at the door of the 
Church of Rome. Notwithstanding 


the exposure of these politicians every 
one of them continues a ‘‘good Catho- 
lic,” who contributes liberally, and in 
return receives plentiful absolution. 

















BURTSELL AND CORRIGAN. 
RCHBISHOP Corricay, on his 
KK return home from Europe and 
the Holy Land September 10, said in 
reference to Dr. Burtsell's case: 

‘“‘He has not been silenced. He 
objected to his transfer from the 
Church of the Epiphany, New York, 
to St. Mary’s, Rondout, and when I 
insisted upon it he appealed to Rome. 
My decision was sustained in Rome. 
The matter is now out of my hands. 
The Holy See has imposed certain 
conditions. As soon as Dr. Burtsell 
complies with these conditions he can 
go to Rondout.” 

Father Burtsell, when interviewed by 
a New York //era/d reporter, refused 
to speak on the nature of the ‘‘con- 
ditions.” His friends say he will not 
“apologize” to Archbishop Corrigan 
for speaking the truth, nor will he tell 
a lie in the interests of ‘‘the Church,” 
though he will go to Rondout. 

At the reception to Archbishop Cor- 
rigan in his cathedral September 12 
Father Ducey was reported to be 
absent. So was Dr. Burtsell and 
Dr. McSweeney of St. Bridget’s Church, 
who sent one of his assistants. Other 
priests attended, not to show their re- 
spect for Corrigan, for ao self-respect- 
ing priest in the city respects him, but 
to escape the exercise of his discipline. 
Father Ducey is already under the ban. 
But the Tammany Hall politicians 
were present in large numbers. 

At this reception Archbishop Corri- 
gan deliv red an address from the pul- 
pit in which he said it was ‘‘war to the 
knife” between the Italian government 
and the Pope. He referred in gloomy 
terms to the state of religion in Italy, 
especially in Rome. 


“{ may state,” 


said he, ‘‘that in Rome more than 
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once in my hearing was used the ex- 
pression, ‘Instead of our sending mis- 
sionaries to America you may be 
obliged to send missionaries to us.’” 
We quote from the report in the New 
York “Herald, September 13. What 
kind of ‘missionaries’ do the Pope 
and cardinals want from New York ? 
Not teachers of religion surely, for 
their teachings are blindly accepted in 
this country, though rejected in Rome 
and throughout Italy. The ‘‘mission- 
aries” that would revive the Roman 
Catholic religion in Rome are Tam- 
many Hall politicians who are the 
very life of “the Church” in New York. 
This was evidently in the Archbishop's 
mind when he continued: ‘‘As the 
Roman Catholics do not vote in 
Rome and their representatives are not 
returned to Parliament we can easily 
understand how the condition of 
affairs becomes worse day by day.” 
That is it. If Tammany Hall were es- 
tablished in Rome with “boodle” alder- 
men and liquor dealers to ‘‘run” it, the 
condition of affairs, in the Archbishop's 
estimation, would become better. 
“With regard to the Pope,” the 
Herald report continues, ‘‘the Arch- 
bishop said his Holiness had spoken 
of the United States as affording him 
abundant consolation in his many 
trials, because here in this far distant 
land the Church was able to make 
such gigantic strides. Here she was 
permitted to give to him and to exer- 
cise her divine mission.” As Colum- 
bus who discovered America was a 
Roman Catholic when he could be 
nothing else publicly without forfeiting 
his liberty and perhaps his life, the 
Pope claims this country as ‘‘belong- 
ing tohim.” This claim will be as- 
serted by Roman Catholic writers and 
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speakers in connection with the World’s 
Fair at Chicago two years hence to 
celebrate Columbus’s achievment. 

The //era/d report further says: ‘‘It 
was noted that the priests, who sel- 
dom pay much attention to Church ut- 
terances from anybody, showed spec- 
ial and articular interest in the Arch- 
bishop’s words.” If the priests pay no 
attention to Church utterances why 
should the people heed them? Here 
is a question for the laity to answer. 
It is a fact that priests everywhere pay 
no attention to the rules or decrees of 
the Church where they are themselves 
concerned, when they can safely do so. 
The ‘‘Church” utterances come from 
men who were priests before they be- 
came bishops and cardinals, and who 
possess no more spiritual power in 
the latter capacity than formerly. Any 
priest, equally with the Pope himself, 
can bring God down from above and 
transubstantiate Him into a wafer, or 
the wafer into God, as often as he says 
mass. He can also forgive sins and 
deliver souls from purgatory, and the 
Pope, cardinals and bishops can do no 
more the realm of sacramental 
The people are helpless in the 
hands of those men and will continue 
so until they learn that God can and 
will save their souls without them. 
The Word of God and not ‘Church 
utterances” will show them how He 
will do it. ‘Come unto Me,” says 
Christ; ‘‘No, no,” say the Pope and 
his priests, ‘‘come unto us.” When 
the people begin to think for them- 
selves they will obey God rather than 
men and turn to Him in loving ser- 
vice. 


in 
grace. 


The greatest delusion in the 
world is that God cannot speak to 
men except through an old gentleman 
in Rome called the Pope. 











The New York Examiner (Baptist) 
says : 

‘The case of Dr, Burtsell, following 
so closely on that of Dr. McGlynn, 
strikingly illustrates the power and 
spirit of Rome. For daring to give 
testimony according to his conscience, 
under oath. in a court to which he 
had been summoned as a witness, he 
was removed from one of the most 
important parishes in this city. On 
appealing to Rome he was condemned, 
as probably everybody expected he 
would be. He was given a certain 
period to retract and apologize to 
Archbishop Corrigan, as in the case of 
Dr. McGlynn, but his manhood 
forbade such a course. ‘The sys- 
tem has triumphed at the sacrifice of 
two of its best men. One wonders 
whether it has occurred to the Roman 
authorities that there is something 
ominous in these repeated acts of in- 
subordination among the American 
priests. The ‘making an example’ 
policy may succeed for a time and up 
to a certain point, but it may be pushed 
too far. The New World spirit has 
infected the priesthood too deeply for 
repression by Old World methods. 
Other McGlynns and Burtsells will 
arise.” 


The Churchman, the leading Pro- 
testant Episcopal journal in the United 
States, says : 


“It is really startling to think that 
an arm can be stretched across the sea 
and can bring down to temporal ruin 
and temporal disgrace a man who lives 
under the laws of the United States, 
who has the esteem and admiration of 
his countrymen and of his friends and 
who is spotless in character and con- 
duct. When in any other ec- 
clesiastical organization in this country 
a difficulty occurs between a superior 
and his subordinate of which ecclesi- 
astical law and precedent, or decision 
in the premises, does not render a sat- 
isfactory solution, satisfactory, z. ¢., to 
both parties, recourse is generally had 
or may be had to a secular court o 
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law. In the Roman Catholic Church 
the arbiter is an Italian bishop. 

‘The question that immediately oc- 
curs to one who thinks upon this as- 
tounding fact is, ‘Who enforces the 
authority of the Bishop of Rome in 
degrading Dr. Burtsell?’ Archbishop 
Corrigan cannot do so. He has no 
power to cast into prison, to sacrifice 
in an auto da fe those whom he con- 
siders rebels. Time was when rebels 
of this sort had a short shrift and suf- 
fered a quick martyrdom ‘for the glory 
of God.’ That time has passed, yet 
the invisible power of the Curia, or 
the Propaganda, has not lost its domi- 
nation even in countries where Jesuit 
supremacy has become an idle dream, 
and where the spirit of liberty has per- 
meated to a large extent even the do- 
main of ecclesiasticism. . Of 
course the Pope is according to his 
own ideas bishop of New York as well 
asbishop of Rome. He is a bishop 
standing behind the throne in Fifth 
avenue as the Inquisition stood behind 
ecclesiastical authority in older Europe. 
When he is summoned to appear 
American liberty vanishes, American 
courage evaporates. Like the ‘bogy’ 
of childhood he strikes terror into minds 
which still remain in the childhood of 
superstition, ignorance and weakness. 
The only comfort is that time takes 
away the fear of the ‘bogy,’ and time 
also will ultimately free the ecclesias- 
tical system of this country, as is al- 
ready freed the political system, from 
all interference of foreign prince, po- 
tentate or prelate.” 


The Burtsell Family. 

The New York /fera/d, September 
4, 1890, referred to members of Rev. 
Dr. Burtsell’s family as follows: 

‘‘His father was a physician in New 
York. His ancestors on the maternal 
side came from Cork. His grand- 
mother, Mrs. Morrough, had three 
daughters, one of whom married Dr. 
Burtsell, whose family, it is said, be- 
onged to Connecticut. And, by the 





way, through the same connection the 
present Dr. Burtsell is alleged to be 
related to Monsignor Preston. ' 

‘Another of the daughters married 
General Avezzana, who fought under 
Garibaldi against the Pope. Mrs. 
Avezzana one day fell out of a win- 
dow of her residence on Broadway and 
sustained injuries from which she died. 
The third sister nursed her and before 
Mrs. Avezzana died she said she would 
like her sister to marry the General 
for the sake of the children. She left 
seven or eight children, and finally the 
sister did marry the General, who is 
now in Italy. One of his daughters 
married John A. McLaughlin, 158 
Waverly place, and another Dr. Rich- 
mond. Other girls married in Italy. 
When Dr. Burtsell’s father died 
Mrs. Burtsell taught music, in which 
she was very clever. An uncle, the 
Rev. Dr. Morrough, was once pastor 
of the Church of the Immaculate 
Conception. 

‘Some few years ago Dr. Burtsell 
owned the Catholic News | Catholic 
Herald ?),which he sold. Subsequently, 
it is said, feeling the need of an organ 
he gave or loaned General Michael 
Kerwin $1,000 to purchase the New 
York Zad/et, which then was a relig- 
ious paper. The Doctor's brother was 
made bookkeeper, but soon after Ker- 
win was appointed a collector of in- 
ternal revenue Mr. Burtsell’s resigna- 
tion was asked for.” 

THE FINE LECTURE OF FatTHER Mc- 


Gtynn, ‘‘The Public Schools and their 
Enemies,” has been published in neat 
tract form of 32 pages, with Father 
McGlynn’s picture on the title page. 
It ought to have a wide circulation. 
25 copies will be sent for 50 cents, 
and 100 copies for $1.00. 
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Cardinal Newman in Purgatory. 

Universal regret was expressed in 
England at the death of Cardinal New- 
man. His opposition to Papal infalli- 
bility embittered Pope Pius IX. against 
him, but the present Pope, who evi- 
dently has no use for his infallibility, 
since he has never used it, had great re- 
spect for the deceased Cardinal. Ina let- 
ter expressing his sorrow Leo XIII says: 

‘Iam deeply grieved at the depart- 
ure of a man who by his learning, his 
writings and his singular piety gave 
great splendor to the sacred college. I 
do not doubt that he has already re- 
ceived the reward of his virtue. Never- 
theless I will continue to pray for the 
repose of his soul.” 

What ‘“‘reward” did the Pope expect 
Cardinal Newman to receive in the 
other life? Surely not admission to 
heaven or he would not offer prayers 
‘for the repose of his soul.” If Car- 
dinal Newman is in heaven it is waste 
of time and energy to offer prayers for 
him. By praying for him the Pope 
assumes that he is in purgatory, which, 
according to Roman Catholic theology, 
is ‘‘a place where some souls suffer 
for a time before they can go to heav- 


” 


en.” That is a poor reward for such 
a brilliant, fascinating, upright man as 
John Henry Newman, not to speak of 
his services to the Church of Rome and 
his dignity as Cardinal. There can be 
no rest or peace in purgatory, where 
there is suffering, and yet the Bible 
tells us that “There remaineth a rest to 
the people of God.” If Cardinal New- 
man be in purgatory the Pope ought 
to use his infallibility in declaring him 
delivered from its suffering after a cer- 
tain number of masses and prayers are 
said. But he will not do so, for other 


ecclesiastics high and low might as- 


sume to themselves the right to declare 
certain persons who died wealthy out 
of purgatory when a large sum is 
paid for the purpose. Purgatory is a 
fraud and a cheat, and the people who 
believe in it are in danger of ‘‘going 
farther and faring worse.” Cardinal 
Newman deserved a better fate than to 
be consigned to a Popish purgatory. 


Newman and Wesley. 

In the London Methodist Times the 
following parallel is drawn between the 
two great Englishmen : 

‘‘Newman never went to the Bible 
for his conviction. He never quotes 
the Bible in the ‘Apologia’ as the rea- 
son for any change in his convictions, 
although he was much influenced by 
‘the fathers.’ On the other hand, Wes- 
ley declared himself omo unius Hiri, 
and at every turn found light and guid- 
ance in the Word of God. It is fur- 
ther evident that the main original 
motive of Newman was, as he says 
over and over again, ‘to resist liberal- 
ism’—that is to say, modern thought 
in theology and politics. In other 
words, Newman’s movement was e3- 
sentially ecclesiastical. On the other 
hand, Wesley’s was purely religious. 
Wesley and his colleagues had no the- 
ology or ecclesiastical quarrel with any- 
body. The only thing of which they 
complained was the state of their own 
hearts. Once more, Newman’s teach- 
ing was essentially abstract, specula- 
tive, academic. He never mixed with 
the great world outside the exclusive 
little Oxford of his day. He confessed 
that he did not even know his own 
parishioners. He lived in his study 
and communed with books. Wesley, 


on the other hand, lived like Jesus 
Christ in the crowd and had ‘compas- 


























sion on the multitude.’ He was in 
living touch with all sorts and condit- 
ions of men. His narrow and aca- 
demic creed was knocked to pieces by 
the great facts of real life. He was 
obliged to reconstruct his ‘paper relig- 
ion,’ his speculative opinions, in order 
to bring them into harmony with fact. 
He accepted the principle of modern 
science, and insisted that theological 
dogmas must be submitted to the 
Baconian test of verification. Newman 
lived all his days in a dreamland of 
medieval romance and was, therefore, 
able to hug to his heart a definition of 
‘the Church’ so narrow and so defec- 
tive that it could find no proper place 
for such Christians as Faraday and 
Bright and Browning. Wesley, on the 
other hand, spent his whole life in en- 
larging and humanizing his creed until 
it had a place and a genial recognition 


for every kind of genuine goodness 
everywhere.” 


eee 


More Roman Lies. 

The following clipping from a re- 
ligious paper is going the rounds of 
the press: ‘‘Since the Lenten season 
no less than one hundred ministers of 
the ritualistic section of the established 
Church of England have joined the 
Romanists. When men try to find 
their way to heaven by candle light 
rather than by the light of the noonday 
of Christianity it is little wonder that 
they go astray.” 

Some person sent it to Mr. Reginald 
Radcliffe, the lawver, missionary, 
evangelist and man of God in England, 
and he replied: 


‘‘Mere assertion! I want proof. 


I am only 35 years old, but old 
enough not to swallow all I hear. 


**Yours in Christ, 
‘*REGINALD RADCLIFFE.” 
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Last month some one sent it to the 
Rev. C. W. Higgins, Omaha, Neb., 
with the request to investigate the mat- 
ter and let him know the result; and 
Mr. Higgins sent it to the Editor of Tue 
ConvERTED CATHOLIC with this note: 

Dear Brotuer O’Connor:—Will 
you please take note of the enclosed 
and Jet me know what you know about 
it. Yours in love, C. W. Hiceins. 

Here is the reply : 

Dear Brotruer Hicerns:—In refer- 
ence to the above item Mr. Radcliffe 
is right. It is mere assertion without 
a particle of proof. I will go farther 
and say it is false, utterly false, through 
and through. Instead of 100 ministers, 
ritualistic or otherwise, going over to 
Rome ‘‘since the Lenten season,” not 
a dozen united with that Church dur- 
ing the whole year, and not more than 
100 in the last twenty years. One of 
the disagreeable duties imposed upon 
me as Editor of Tue Converted Ca- 
THOLIC is to read several Roman Ca- 
tholic papers every week. In them I 
find recorded all the perversions to 
Rome of ministers and educated Pro- 
testants, and they are very few. During 
the twenty-five years succeeding Dr. 
Newman’s perversion many ministers 
and laymen of the Church of England 
followed him into the Roman ranks, 
but in the last twenty years the current 
has been the other way. Many of 
those ministers and laymen have re- 
turned to Protestantism, and during 
the last seven years I have made note 
of their return in the pages of THE 
ConveRTED Catuotic. Whoever is re- 
sponsible for the item you sent me 
should be compelled to swallow 100 
Papal ‘‘Bulls,” as he has ample ca- 
pacity to do so. 

Ever yours, James A. O'Connor, 
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ROMANISM IN ITALY. 
HE New York 7ribune, September 
¥ 7, 1890, has an interesting article, 
“Rambles in Italy,’ written from Siena, 
where dwelt the famous Roman Catho 
lic “Saint” Catharine. If the Roman 
religion was the same in her time as it 
is now it passes comprehension how its 
practice could make her ‘‘holy.” The 
writer in the 77ibune, whose communi- 
cation is dated August 17, 1890, says: 
I stepped into a church where mass 
was being celebrated. There were 
fifteen priests in the chancel and three 
persons in the congregation. I sat 
down near the front on the projecting 
base ofa column. The acolyte who 
rang the bell appeared to neglect his 
duty, for the celebrant turned and 
shook his fist at him. The boy retali- 
ated after the priest went to the altar 
by running his tongue out at him, 
which seemed to give convulsions of 
quiet laughter to the priests near the 
altar who sang the responses. I made 
a mental note that the boys in the sixth 
century were somewhat similar to those 
of thenineteenth. A French lady came 
up to me and expressed her indigna- 
tion, and said that there was no relig- 
ion inthiscountry. I assured her that 
our Irish American Catholics 
would not tolerate any such irreverence 
in church, She answered that neither 
would the French, and that here many 
of the educated people were infidels 
because of the irreverence of the priests. 
Yet the Italians pay an immense price 
for their religion. 


and 


In France where there are 35,000,- 


ooo inhabitants there are 60,000 
priests, paid wholly, or in part, by 
the government. In Italy, with 29,- 
000,000 inhabitants, there are 250,000 
priests. In France there is a priest 


for every 583 of the population, and 
in Italy there is one for every 116 per- 
sons. The burden of the support of 
such an establishment can be seen by 
a comparison. More than one of our 
Roman Catholic churches in New York 
have 10,000 parishioners of all ages. 
Such parishes, according to the Italian 
ratio, would be obliged to maintain 
86 priests. Siena has 62 churches for 
23,000 inhabitants. 

The next morning, August 15, I 
went to the Cathedral to see the fes- 
tivities of the Assumption, which are 
said to exceed in pomp those of any 
other festival. Iwas a little late, and 
the Cardinal was seated on his throne, 
and they were robing him for the cele- 
bration. I hired chairs and sat in 
front of one of the great columns of 
the dome. A little child was seated 
on the floor in front of me playing 
with a doll and singing to himself. 
There is ceaseless movement of peo- 
ple, and everybody is talking so that 
you hear nothing from the chancel. 
There are many priests in the congre- 
gation and some monks. On the 
right of the chancel is a high platform 
for the orchestra, and the celebrated 
tenor and soprano of the city are to 
sing. The orchestra begins, It sounds 
like a military march and gives a cre- 
scendo to the conversation about me. 
The tenor is fine. Thosein the chan- 
cel told me afterward that it sounded 
harsh, but from where I am it is per- 
fect and the phrasing is very effective. 
When will this ceaseless clatter of talk 
and movement end? Is nobody going 
to pray or pay any attention to the 
celebration ? Occasionally some one 
bows for a moment toward St. Cathar- 
ine’s chancel and then rises and salutes 


some friend with loud talk. This con- 
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tinues throughout. It did not stop 
when the Host was elevated. At the 
moment a lady in front of me was pre- 
senting a gentleman to a friend with 
great clatter. A few were kneeling 
on my left. I heard laughter on my 
right and turned to see what occasioned 
it at such a solemntime. A priest 
and a young man were playfully con- 
tending for a chair that a lady had just 
left. The music was finely rendered. 
The orchestra and the two soloists did 
most of it. The chorus parts were 
weak. There was no preaching. But 
after the Cardinal had been unrobed 
and gone out, I did not feel that I 
had been in a place of worship, as I 
had at the cathedrals in Paris and Col- 
ogne, but that I had seen a spectacle 
unsurpassed in scenic splendor in a 
place that the artists had abandoned 
for 600 years. 


eee- 


Sister Irene’s Foundling Asylum. 


The schools, asylums and other in- 
stitutions of the Roman Catholic 
Church in New York City that receive 
state and municipal aid, for which the 
people are taxed, should be investi- 
gated by the Legislature. Father Mc- 
Glynn throws some light on these in- 
stitutions in his lecture in this issue of 
Tue Converted CatHotic. One of 
the most lauded institutions in the city 
is the Foundling Asylum on Sixty- 
eighth street, conducted by 35 Sisters 
of Charity, with the famous Sister 
Irene at their head. The ‘‘cradle” 
outside the door to receive the found- 
lings is a great advertisement for Sister 
Irene,and she uses it on every possible 
occasion to extract money from the 
public treasury. But, as Father Mc- 
Glynn says, it is not ‘‘charity” but 
‘“‘business” that controls its manage- 


ment. This is strikingly illustrated in 
a case reported in the New York Sun, 
September 12, 1890, where it appears 
that Annie McDonald, a deserted, des- 
titute wife, applied to the Sisters to re- 
ceive her six weeks old baby and was 
refused unless she would give her ser- 
vices free to the asylum until her child 
was grown, 


“Sell All Thou Hast.” 

Rev. Dr. Lyman Abbott, editor of 
the New York Christian Union, com- 
menting upon the command to the 
young man to sell all that he possessed 
and to become Christ’s disciple, says: 

“This command came to Peter and 
James and John and Andrew when 
Christ bade them leave all to follow 
Him to become fishers of men. It 
came to Paul when Christ bade him 
crucify his pride, and go into Damas- 
cus, and take his instructions from one 
of the despised: and persecuted Chris- 
tians, who would tell him what he 
should do. It came to Luther when 
Christ bade him forsake the Church of 
his fathers and of his childhood; to 
Coligny when Christ bade him aban- 
don wife and home and peace; to 
William of Orange; to the Puritans; to 
John Howard; to David Livingston. 
In one form or another it comes to 
every Christian, for to every would-be 
Christian the Master says, ‘Give up 
your property, your home, your life 
itself, and take them back as Mine 
and use them for Me in using them 
for your fellow-men.’ He who cannot, 
does not, do this is no Christian.” 


_ = 7+e = 

Tue Bounn VoLuMEs OF THE CONVERTED 
CATHOLIC are valuable for libraries as works 
of reference. Volume I. is out of print long 
ago, but Volumes II., III., 1V., V. and VI. 
can be had at this office; price $1.50 each; 
or the five Volumes for $6.00, post paid, if 
ordered at one time. 
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A SYMPOSIUM ON THE SCHOOL QUESTION. 


NEW YORK ‘‘ INDEPENDENT,” SEPTEMBER 4, 1890, 





EV. Howarp Crossy, D. D., 

¥ writes: The United States be- 
J iN came a nation on the funda- 
mental principle of religious liberty. 
Other nations had reached the point 
of religious toleration, but none had 
adopted a system of religious liberty. 
Toleration implies a State religion. 
Liberty implies no State religion. Re- 
ligion is left to the individual and his 
conscience. Accordingly no special 
form of religion can be in any way fos- 
tered by governmental aid. The least 
patronage of a religious sect is a viola- 
tion of religious liberty. Religions 
must grow from their own vitality and 
not from State culture. This is not 
only the sole condition of religious 
liberty, but is the most favorable con- 
dition of religion itself. State interfer- 
ence must always mar religion, how- 
ever much it may give it the appearance 
of prosperity. State interference brings 
in the discordant element of politics, 
detrimental to all religion. 

It is from these promises we insist 
that religion must never be taught in 
our public schools. Any form of re- 
ligious teaching must have a sectarian 
character as against other forms; and 
to that degree such teaching in our 
public schools would be a violation of 
our national principle of religious 
liberty. 


* 
*x* * 


United States Commissioner of 


Education W. T. Harris says: It seems 
to me clear that it is better to separate 
religious instruction from secular in- 
struction and to place it in a different 
school—a school connected with the 
church, 


If the pupil leaves 








the secular school and repairs to the 
church to receive a religious lesson, 
the impression made upon him is much 
stronger than the same lesson given in 
the secular school in connection with 
secular lessons. Careful observers of 
the effects of the religious lessons 
placed on programs of schools in Ger- 
many and Austria and other nations 
tell us that where the secular studies 
are taught according to the true method 
the pupils are prone to hold in a sort 
of contempt the contents of their relig- 
ious lessons. They are apt to bring 
their critical intellects to bear on dog- 
mas and become skeptical of religious 
truth altogether. It is well known that 
the people of Germany are much given 
to skepticism. Its educated class is 
famous for its “free-thinking,” so- 
The French educated class, 
all of which was in its youth under 
parochial school influence, is atheistic. 

All Protestant nations are agreed 
that there should be a separation of 
Church and State. The Catholic laity 
all over the world is nearly unanimous 
in the same opinion. I think that 
even the Catholic priesthood, at least 
in the United States, holds this view. 
The separation of Church and State 
implies the separation of Church and 
school. The Church and State are 
separated in the interest of the perfec- 
tion ofboth, . . . The conces- 
sion mode in Savannah, Poughkeepsie 
and a few other places, viz: a com- 
promise which permits Catholic relig- 
ious exercises before and after schoo 
in the school-room, or which permits 
the teacher to wear the garb of some 
Catholic order—the garb of the Sisters 


called. 
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or the priesthood—militates against the 
public character of the school and 
cannot be conceded as a_ possible 
compromise. 


* 
* * 


We quote at some length from Rev. 
Wayland Hoyt, D. D., Minneapolis. 
He says: Some time since the Hon. 
D. L. Kiehle, LL. D., Superin- 
tendent of Public Instruction of the 
State of Minnesota, addressed an open 
letter to Rt. Rev. James McGoldrick, 
Roman Catholic Bishop of Duluth, in 
which he stated that in his efforts to 
establish good schools he was frequently 
opposed by the Roman Catholicfpriests, 
who seriously retarded the progress of 
the Catholic people toward intelligence 
and what else belongs to American 
citizenship. Mr. Kiehle then asks 
Bishop McGoldrick, among other 
questions, the following: 

“Is it the position of priests of the 
Catholic Church that American citizens 
of the Catholic faith sending their chil- 
dren to the public school without per- 
mission of the priests commit sin and 
forfeit their right to the sacraments of 
the Church ?” 

Here is the answer the Bishop makes 
to this definite question of Mr. Kiehle: 

‘“**The lip of the priest shall keep 
knowledge and they shall seek the law 
at his mouth.’ The priest is the guard- 
ian of the sacraments, and if there be 
for his flock any proximate danger of 
sin they are bound to warn them and 
prevent, if possible, the danger. But 
it must be remembered that the priest 
isa member of a living Church and 
that he cannot, according to his whims 
and fancies, make laws; his business is 
to act according to the laws made by 
the Church and to interpret and con- 
demn as she interprets and condems.” 


I have read this answer over and 
over again. I have sought as sedu- 
lously as I could to discover its precise 
meaning. I have no wish to do the 
Bishop the least injustice; but I cannot 
designate this answer as any other than 
in the highest degree evasive. It would 
seem as though nothing were easier 
than a definite ‘“‘Yes” or ‘‘No” to so 
definite a question. But such definite 
reply you do not find. You discover 
rather vague speech about a ‘“‘living 
Church” which may “‘interpret or con- 
demn,” and the assertion that the Ro- 
man Catholic priest, as a member of 
this living Church, may not be guided 
by his ‘‘whims and fancies,” but must 
‘interpret and condemn” as the Church 
‘“nterprets and condemns;” but as to 
the direction toward which this Church's 
interpreting and condemning runs you 
are not told, and as far as this so-called 
answer goes you cannot find out, nor, as 
it seems to me, is it meant you should. 

The evasive reply of Bishop McGol- 
drick to Superintendent Kiehle’s ques- 
tion induced Dr. Hoyt to consult the 
Roman Catholic authorities on the 
subject. From a book entitled, ‘‘The 
Judges of Faith. Christian vs. Godless 
Schools,” written by Rev. Thomas J. 
Jenkins, a Roman Cathulic priest of 
Baltimore, and published by the Ro- 
man Catholic firm of John Murphy & 
Co., Baltimore, in 1886, with the ap- 
proval of Cardinal Gibbons and several 
other Roman Catholic bishops, a book 
which is for the most part a compilation 
of ‘‘Papal, Pastoral and Conciliar rul- 
ings,” Dr. Hoyt makes copious extracts. 
Bishop Gilmour, of Cleveland, Ohio, 
in a pastoral letter said: 

‘We solemnly charge and most 
positively require every Catholic in the 
diocese to support and send his chil- 





308 


THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC. 











dren to a Catholic school, where good 
Catholic schools exist and where it can 
be honestly said a child will get a fair, 
common-school education; if parents, 
either through contempt for the priest, 
or disregard for the laws of the Church, 
or for trifling or insufficient reasons, 
refuse to send their children to a Ca- 
tholic school, then, in such cases, but 
in such cases only, we authorize con- 
fessors to refuse the sacraments to such 
parents as thus despise the laws of the 
Church and disobey the command of 
both priest and bishop.” 

Bishop Ryan, of Buffalo, N. Y., said: 

“If, however, there be any among 
our people who neglect this, their 
bounden duty, who, having suitable 
Catholic schools within easy reach, re- 
fuse to send their children to them, we 
hesitate not to say that they should 
not, cannot be admitted to the sacra- 
ments, and to repeat again the regula- 
tions of the diocese, that no child can 
be admitted to first communion or 
confirmation that has not passed at 
least one year previously in a Catholic 
school wherever such a school exists.” 

Bishop McCloskey, of Louisville, 
Ky., followed up a pastoral on the 
public schools ‘‘by the episcopal pro- 
hibition to admit children to the sacra- 
ments of the Holy Eucharist and confir- 
mation who had not passed two years 
at least at a Catholic school. Finally, 
by a decree of Synod, October 22, 
1879, absolution is to be denied to 
parents or guardians who presume to 
send children under nine years old to 
a public school in a place where there 
exists a Catholic school.” 

Bishop Chatard, of Vincennces, Ind., 
said: ‘‘The atniosphere of the public 


schools is not conducive to the Catho- 
efaith . . « 


To put your chil- 


dren in these public schools is to ex- 
pose them to very great danger, and 
this cannot be excused without very 
grave and weighty reasons. Were you 
without such reasons to send your 
children to these schools you would 
sin grievously against charity to your 
children and, therefore, would not be 
in a condition to receive the sacraments 
and your confessor could not absolve 
you.” 

In the ‘Instruction of the Sacred 
Congregation” at Rome to the bishops 
of the United States, approved and 
confirmed by Pope Pius IX., it is for- 
mally decreed that ‘‘Parents who per- 
mit their children to frequent schools 
in which the ruin of souls cannot be 
avoided; or, having in their locality a 
good Catholic school, nevertheless send 
them to public schools, it is evident 
from Catholic moral teaching cannot 
be absolved in the sacrament of 
Penance.” 

Bishop Spalding, of Peoria, Ill. (who 
wanted to be Rector of the Catholic 
University at Washington), said : 

‘‘These ignorant masses who, in the 
common schools, have been through 
the fourth reader, know 
nothing, not even their own ignorance. 
Take the first boy whom you 
meet, fourteen or fifteen years old, 
fresh from the common school, and 
his ignorance of all real knowledge 
will surprise you. What he knows is 
little and of small value. The 
educational ‘quacks’—and it is not 
doubtful who they are—‘treat the child 
as though he were mere mind and his 
sole business to use it, and chiefly for 
low ends, shrewedly and sharply witha 
view to profit; as though life were a 
thing of barter and wisdom the art of 
making the most of it.” 
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SOUND CATHOLIC DECISIONS. 

Dr. Hoyt quotes the following from 
Archbishop Seghers, of Oregon, and 
his suffragan bishops, but we prefix the 
introduction of Father Jenkins to this 
section of his book, ‘‘Judges of 
Faith”: ‘The following pithy justifi- 
cation of all the points of our thesis 
has been kindly furnished by Rt. Rev. 
Aegidius Junger, D. D., Bishop of 
Nesqually, one of the participants of 
the late Provincial Council of Oregon, 
second in order of time, of the prov- 
ince, and convoked, October 5, 1881.” 

His Grace, Archbishop Seghers and 
Rt. Rev. Bishops of Nesqually and 
Vancouver's Island, say : 

‘‘We address ourselves not only to 
parents, but also to all our faithful, 
whether they have children or not; and 
we declare it before God that you are 
all in duty bound to aid and assist us, 
with word and example, with prayer 
and money, to establish Catholic 
schools where the rising generation 
may be preserved from the contamina- 
tion of the depravity of our age. The 
wickedness of the present public 
school system consists in the exclusion 
of religious principle, of the worship 
of God, of the teaching of Christianity; 
it’consists in the selection of bad and 
pernicious school books; it consists 
in the carelessness of teachers with re- 
gard to the language of their pupils— 
swearing, cursing and profane expres- 
sions being a distinctive mark of public 
school children; it consists in an un- 
pardonable lack of watchfulness over 

the moral conduct of children—boys 
and girls being allowed an intercourse 
which, to any one who understands 
human nature and human passions, is 
fraught with the most imminent dan- 
ger. Yes, we say it without hesitation, 








the public schools, as they now exist, 
will prove the ruin of the religion and 
morality of our children; we must, 
therefore, endeavor to preserve the lat- 
ter from the poisoned atmosphere of 


Catholic 
schoo!s we must have, Catholic schools 
we will have; and if (which God for- 
bid) we ever failed to attain this object 
for want of support on your part, your 
responsibility before God would be 
heavy in the extreme. We declare and 
we warn Catholic parents that in 
places where Catholic schools exist 
they are in duty bound and obliged in 
conscience to withdraw their children 
from the public schools and to send 
them to the schools placed under the 
patronage of the Church.” 

Dr. Hoyt then quotes (we have veri- 
fied the quotation from the ‘‘ Judges 
of Faith)” the following : 

‘Over and over again the same story, 
sad and ever more sad, of the public 
schools being the cause of loss of faith 
and all morality. And bishops on 
bishops, with archbishops, with provin- 
cial and general councils, nay, the very 
Supreme Head of the Church, incul- 
cate this truth in most clear and un- 
mistakable tones; and still some Ca- 
tholic parents will-blind themselves to 
their obligation and think they know 
better than the whole Church. Verily, 
it would seem to be time for concerted 
action among Catholics, that;they may 
finally understand they cannot ap- 
proach the sacraments unless they send 
their children to Catholic schools where 
they have them; and cannot remain 
without sin if they do§$ not procure 
themselves the means to the end to 
which they are bound—viz: Catholic 
schools in which to raise their children 
as Catholics. .. The lineTis drawn and 


these Godless institutions. 
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pastors cry to their flocks: Are you 
Catholics ? Come over to me and send 
your children to Catholic schools. Are 
you not Catholics? Then go away 
about your business; we want no such 
black, scabby sheep to infest the flock 
of Christ. . . . Webring home to 
the consciences of Catholics that it is 
their duty to continue deserting all 
mere secular schools and building 
schools of their own until public opin- 
ion itself undermine what contains the 
source of its own downfall and we be 
relieved of unjust taxes.” 

Dr. Hoyt continues : 

“The simple truth is, the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy are interfering all 
the time and whenever possible with 
the sacred rights of parents in this re- 
gard. They are compelling parents 
by the threat of excommunication, 
That to a Roman Catholic means 
much. In a Roman Catholic Cate- 
chism of Christian Doctrine, prepared 
and enjoined by the order of the Third 
Plenary Council of Baltimore, and 
published by ecclesiastical authority, I 
find the following question and answer: 

‘«*Q, Are all bound to belong to 
the Church?’ 

‘««4, All are bound to belong to 
the Church; and he who knows the 
Church to be the true Church and re- 
mains out of it cannot be saved.’ 

‘To be denied the sacraments and 
so to be thrust out of what they believe 
to be the true Church is, then, for the 
Roman Catholic to be lost eternally. 
It is this, to Roman Catholic parents, 
tremendous weapon the Roman Catho- 
lic hierarchy are wielding against our 
public schools. The hierarchy is mass- 
ing its artillery-against the rights of 
parents, and from the vantage-ground 
of their capture is making assault upon 


our common school system. The 
trouble is mainly and precisely with 
the Roman Catholic hierarchy. We 
should have none of this clash and 
contest about our public schools were 
it not for them.” 

[Next month we shall give the Hon. 
John Jay's article in full and a resume 
of the other articles. The Roman Ca- 
tholic papers are completely upset by 
the publication of these articles. That 
is one of the best reasons why they 
are so timely and true. ] 


Condeming the Public Schools. 

The New York lor/d, September 
8, 1890, under the heading, ‘‘The 
Duty of Catholics,” published the fol- 
lowing as part of its New Jersey 
news : 

In anticipation of the opening of 
the school season to-day the Catholic 
clergy throughout the State of New 
Jersey once more called attention yes- 
terday to the laws of the Church re- 
quiring that children of Catholic par- 
ents must be sent to the parochial 
schools, and it was made plain that 
this law will be rigorously enforced. 
Special mention was made of the mat- 
ter in St. Patrick’s Cathedral, Newark. 
The officiating clergyman said : 

‘The population of this parish is 
about 8,000 or 9,000, and it is a sorry 
fact that the attendance at our schools 
last season was only 600, This is 
shameful and out of all proportion to 
the number of children of school age 
in the parish. Parents must understand 
that it is a sin for them to send their 
children to the public schools, and 
that they will not receive absolution in 
confession while they continue to do so 
unless they have received permission 
from the Bishup.” 
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THE CHURCH OF ROME NOT THE CHURCH OF CHRIST. 





BY PAUL LE CLAIR. 
XXII. 
The Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, Transubstantiation. 


HE diversity between Christian 
baptism and that of Rome has 
been established. It is proposed 

now to set forth the points which 
distinguish the Christian ordinance of 
the Lord’s Supper from the Romanist 
ceremony of Transubstantiation. 

1. “The Lord’s Supper is a sacrament 
wherein, by giving and receiving bread 
and wine according to Christ’s appoint- 
ment, His death is showed forth; and 
the worthy receivers are, not after a 
corporal or carnal manner, but by 
faith, made partakers of Christ's body 
and blood, with all His benefits, to 
their spiritual nourishment and growth 
of grace.” 

2. In the Scriptures various names 
are given to this ordinance: ‘The 
Lord’s Supper” (1 Cor. 11: 20); ‘‘The 
Lord’s Table” (1 Cor. 10: 21); ‘‘The 
Communion” (1 Cor. 10: 16); ‘‘Break- 
ing of Bread” (Acts 2: 42); ‘The Cup 
of Blessing” (1 Cor. 10: 16); ‘‘Christ’s 
Testament” (Luke 22: 20); ‘‘ The 
Feast” (1 Cor. 5: 8). The ancients 
usually called it the Eucharist; but now 
it is usually by eminence named the 
‘The Sacrament.” It will be noted 
that in none of these designations is 
there anything to suggest the Papal 
idea of Transubstantiation. 

3. This ordinance is properly named 
a “Supper” from the time in the day 
when it was instituted, which was im- 
mediately after the eating of the Pass- 
over, a feast always observed at night, 
the time of taking the last meal of the 
day. And the institution of the Lord’s 





Supper immediately after the celebra- 
tion of the Passover shows its substitu- 
tion for that rite. 

4. The Passover was given to the 
Hebrews to commemorate their deliv- 
erance from bondage and their preser- 
vation from the destroying angel by 
the shedding of the blood of the ap- 
pointed lamb; and also as a prophetic 
type of a greater redemption and pres- 
ervation then to be accomplished by 
the shedding of the blood of Messiah, 
the “Lamb of God,” in ‘‘taking away 
the sin of the world.” But now, as 
that long promised redemption was 
about to be accomplished by the death 
of the Son of God upon Calvary, the 
continuance of the Passover as a pro- 
phetic type was no longer appropriate, 
its design as such being fully accom- 
plished in the death of Christ, now 
about to take place. It was, there- 
fore, properly replaced by an ordi- 
nance to commemorate that great event 
—‘‘Do this in rememberance of Me”— 
showing in the observance of the 
Lord’s Supper, the Lord’s death until 
He come. In the Passover, therefore, 
a future event was predicted; but in 
the Lord's Supper the same event, be- 
ing past, is commemorated. 

5. At the institution of this ordinance 
our Lord ‘‘took bread and blessed it, 
and brake it, and gave it to the dici- 
ples, and said: ‘Take, eat; this is My 
body. And He took the cup and 
gaveth it to them, saying, Drink ye all 
of it; for this is My blood of the New 
Testament which is shed for many for 
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the remission of sins.” For several 
hundred years these words of our Lord 
were understood in their obvious sense 
—that, as in the Levitical dispensa- 
tion, the sacrifice of Christ for the re- 
demption of the world, had been pre- 
figured by the body and blood of the 
paschal lamb as types, so under the 
Gospel,the same great redemption was 
remembered—commemorated—in par- 
taking the bread (the loaf) representing 
Christ’s body broken, and the cup of 
wine as a symbol representing his 
blood shed. That the words of our 
Lord, therefore, are not to be taken 
literally, but metaphorically; as when 
He said, ‘‘l1 am the light of the world,” 
He did not mean to say He was the 
material sun in the heavens; ‘‘I am 
the door,” that He was really a mater- 
ial doorway; ‘‘I am the good Shep- 
herd,” that He was literally a keeper 
of flocks of sheep; ‘‘I am the vine,” 
that He was literally a growing grape- 
vine. So when He said, ‘This (bread) 
is My body,” ‘‘This cup (of wine) is 
My blood,” the words are not to be 
taken literally, for such literal, mater- 
ial sense would have been contrary to 
fact; but they are obviously to be un- 
derstood in a metaphorical or, rather, 
in a sacramental sense—meaning: 
“This bread,” ‘This wine,” represent 
‘“My body,” ‘‘My blood,” about to be 
offered in sacrifice for the redemption 
of My people. This figurative form 
of speech was entirely in accordance 
with the idiom of the Hebrew of the 
Old Testament, and also of the Syriac, 
the language used in the time of Chnist, 
and was, therefore, clearly understood 
at the time as conveying a figurative 
and not a literal-meaning; just as the 
paschal lamb was named the ‘‘Lord’s 
Passover,” when, really, the Passover 


was an act of the Lord Himself (in the 
person of the Destroying Angel), and 
could by no possibility be a lamb in 
any other sense than as represented or 
commemorated by ‘‘a lamb slain,” 
which, as a sign, by a metonomy, 
stood for the thing signified. In like 
manner, by the same figure, ‘‘the 
bread” and ‘‘the wine” as signs, be- 
come ‘‘the body” and “blood” of the 
crucified Redeemer whenever, accord- 
ing to His appointment, the great sac- 
rifice is commemorated. And _ it 
will be noted that at the Last Supper, 
after the words of consecration, the 
element ‘‘wine” is mentioned by our 
Lord as still the unchanged ‘‘fruit of 
the vine” (Matt. 26: 26-29). This cer- 
tainly should have prevented all mis- 
understanding and misrepresentation. 

At length, however, in the vain 
speculations of prurient minded monks 
the words of our Lord were perverted 
to a strictly literal sense, giving rise 
ultimately to the di gma of ‘*Transub- 
stantiation.” This terrible heresy was 
first definitely stated by Pascasius Rad- 
bert, a. D. 865; it was promulgated as 
a “Divine Tradition” by Innocent IIL., 
1215; and finally reaffirmed by the 
Council of Trent, 1555. According 
to Rome, then—1. The bread andthe 
wine to be used in the Eucharist be- 
come on pronouncing the words of 
consecration—‘‘//oc est corpus meum"™ 
—the actual,real, living, personal body, 
blood, soul and divinity of our Lord 
Jesus Christ; and that this is true not 
merely of the whole quantity of bread 
and wine used on any occasion, but 
also of each particular crumb of the one 
and drop of the other. 2. That while 


the bread and wine are thus trans- 
muted, as to their substance, into the 
actual and identical entire person of 


























Jesus, 
those 


the Son of Mary, the accidents of 
elements—that is, the appear- 
ance, color, texture, taste and liability 
to putrifaction, etc.—of the bread and 
wine remain, but inhere in no sub- 
stance, 

INFERENCES. 

From the dogma of Transubstantia- 
tion as thus taught and held by Rome, 
several obvious inferences follow: 

First. If, in the elements of the 
Eucharist, Christ be actually and _per- 
sonally present, then that ordinance is 
not a sacramental commemoration of 
the death of Christ, but is an actual 
reproduction of the living Lord Him- 
self, 

In the Holy Supper as instituted by 
Christ, we partake of the bread and 
wine in remembrance of the absent 
Redeemer. ‘‘This doin remembrance 
of Me” (Luke 22: 19). ‘‘Showing’ in 
the celebration, ‘‘the Lord's death un- 
til He come” (1 Cor. 11: 26). In the 
sacrament, therefore, as instituted by 
our lord and as explained by the 
Apostle, the personal Christ is not 
bodily present as in Rome's Transub- 
stantiation, 

When the crucified, risen Redeemer 
was invested ‘‘with all power in heaven 
and in earth” He promised, indeed, to 
be ‘‘with his people alway, even unto 
the end of the world” (Matt. 28: 18-20), 
But this must be understood of His 
Spirit, power,and grace; for, as to His 
personal, bodily presence, He ascended 
to the Right Hand of the Father, ‘‘a 
cloud receiving Him out of human 
sight” (Acts 1: 9). The Lord had 
previously explained to His sorrowing 
disciples that He was about to depart 
from them, as to His personal pres- 
ence (John 13: 31-33; 14: 1-6). And 
that He would not 


‘‘thenceforward 





it new (again personally) in His Fath- 
ers kingdom” (Matt. 26: 29). If, 
therefore, in the Eucharist of Rome 
Christ is personally and bodily present 
then that ordinance is not ‘‘the Lord’s 


Supper” of the Christian Church. 

Secondly. If in the Papal Eucharist 
Christ is personally and _ bodily repro- 
duced, then He is either ‘‘brought 
down from above” or “brought up again 
from the dead,” either or both of 
which, according to Paul, are utterly 
useless in order to gain salvation; 
since the way of salvation is solely 
and simply by faith in the risen, living, 
absent Redeemer (Rom. 10: 5-9), 

Thirdly. As the whole personal 
Christ is held to be really present after 
the consecration of the elements, then 
those elements become with Romanists, 
properly, objects of adoration; and 
accordingly they humbly and devoutly 
kneel in the presence of the conse- 
crated ‘‘wafer” and at the elevated 
‘chalice of wine.” 

Now, accepting the explanation of 
Rome as to the mode in which they 
hold the personal and bodily Christ to 
be present in their Eucharist, and 
comparing that explanation with the 
Scriptural prohibition of idolatry, it 
becomes evident that the religious ad- 
rendered to the elements in 
this so called ‘‘sacrament of the altar” 
is the idolatry forbidden by the Word 
of God. 

The prohibition is in these words: 


oration 


‘*Thou shalt not make unto thee any 
graven image, or any likeness of any- 
thing that is in the heaven above, or 
that is in the earth beneath, or that is 
in the thou 
shalt not bow down thyself to them 


water under the earth: 


nor serve them,” etc. (I:xod. 20: 4. 5). 











































But the object of the Romish worship 
in this instance is Christ under the 
form, appearance (image) of bread and 
wine. This worship, therefore, is in 
violation of the divine prohibition of 
idolatry. 





Now, if our Lord were actually pres- 
ent and visible in His own living, per- 
sonal identity He would properly be 
the object of profound adoration. But 
to represent the invisible person of our 
absent Lord by an image, species, ap- 
pearance of bread or any other mater- 
ial substance, and then to bow down 
and render to that figure divine honor 
is nothing less than idolatry. 

It is of no avail to argue that the 
worship is rendered to the invisible 
Christ, and to the consecrated 
wafer; for so the heathen justify their 
image worship, affirming that they do 
not worship the visible marble, but 


not 


only the invisible god which the ma- 


But the Ro- 
anist, less discriminating than the hea- 


terial image represents. 


then, but more base and sensuous in 
his idolatry, bows down to his wafer- 
god as the identical Christ Himself! 
Fourthly. If, after the consecration, 
‘“‘the to their essential 
substance,remain no longer bread and 


elements” as 


wine, but become really and actually 
the bodily flesh and blood of the living 
Redeemer, the Romanist in receiving 
this pretended 
drinks that 


sacrament eats and 
and wine 


only in outward visible form and ap- 


which is bread 


pearance; but which is in reality the 
flesh and blood of Jesus of Nazareth ! 
If this is not cannibalism, and that in 
its most abhorrent form, what is it? 
And there is involved this horrible ab- 
surdity—that our Lord at the institu- 
tion of the sacrament, united with His 
disciples in eating and drinking Him- 





created out of bread aud wine! And 
yet, after being thus consumed in the 
Supper, there He still remained, a liv- 
ing person, conversing with His disci- 
ples (who had just eaten His flesh and 
drank His blood) as Heled them out to 
Gethsemane where (although gone into 
the consumed bread and He 
was arrested and led be 
crucified ! 


wine) 
away to 
And yet Rome attempts to justify 
this shocking blasphemy by adducing 
the words of our Saviour to the Jews 
(Jno. 6: 52-59). But whenever Rome 
attempts to prove any of her peculiar 
dogmas from the Scriptures, there is 
always, as in this instance, a gross 
misconception or misrepresentation of 
the divine Word. 
ese 
FOR TWENTY CENTS. 
Tur Converted Catuoric will be 
sent for the next four months—that is 
from September to the end of the year 
for 20 cents. Our friends who wish 
to send the magazine to their friends 
can avail themselves of this opportunity 
of doing them good at a trifling cost 
and at the same time help the maga- 
zine by increasing its circulation. We 
hope to receive many new names at 
Let all our friends send as 
many as they can, but if they can get 
only one, send it. 


ere 


ROMANISM AND POLITICS. 

The of the corrupt 
practices of Tammany Hall officials, 
all of them Roman Catholics, gives re- 
newed interest to Rev. Joseph Hart- 
well’s admirable pamphlet, ‘‘Romanism 
and Hall the 
Stronghold of Rome.” Price 10 cents; 
14 copies $1.00. 


this rate. 


exposure 


Politics ; Tammany 
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FATHER O’CONNOR’S LETTERS TO CARDINAL GIBBONS. 


FOURTH SERIES, 
LETTER XXXIV. 
THE DEATH OF JOHN HENRY NEWMAN, 


New York, October, 1890. 

Sir :—The death of John Henry Newman in England last August has called 
forth expressions of respect and esteem from his former co-religionists unsur- 
passed in history. Though he was a Cardinal of your Church, the tributes to 
his memory from his Protestant friends exceed in admiration the eulogies 
passed upon him by his own Church. There is reason for this. First, in the 
general desire to say nothing of the deed except what is good—De mortuis 
nthil nisi bonum. Secondly, because Dr. Newman was the greatest master of 
the English language in this generation. His style of writing was fascinating. 
He clothed language in words of unsurpassed beauty. ‘Though one may differ 
from him in his reasonings and conclusions we cannot withhold admiration for 
his beauty of style. At the time of his death the London .Sfecfator said: 
‘*Of Newman's literary style it is hardly possible to speak too highly. It was 
so pure and delicate that it fascinates even those who have least sympathy with 


his intellectual and moral creed. Mr. John Morley, himself master of one of 


the purest styles in England, spoke of it only two or three months agé as an 
illustration of the perfect style. Newman’s English was simple, graceful, subtle, 
real ; and it often displayed all these great qualities atonce. There was passion 
in it, and yet there was that pleading, subdued tone which chastens and softens 
passion, and moulds it to all the tenderest purpose of life.” Another literary 
journal, the London .Sfeaker, says: ‘‘ As a writer his style is the perfection of 
that art which conceals art. It reads as if it grew out of his mind spontane- 
ously and without effort, but is in reality the result of laborious training.” For 
that reason Newman will live in English literature. 


But as a religious teacher 
he will be forgotten. 


In the many books he published there is not a line that throws a new or 
fresh light upon the Word of God. His ‘‘ well of English undefiled” did not 
make clearer to the world the ways of God towards men; rather by his wonder- 
ful gift of language did he obscure the light of truth as revealed in God's blessed 
Book. Amid the wealth of language in Newman's writings the children of 
God are surprised and pained at the slight reference to the Bible ; and when he 
does refer to and quote from it the reference is striking rather for its literary 
beauty than its Scriptural or religious appositeness. Rev. W. Sanford writing 
in the London Record says: ‘‘A clerical friend told me some twenty five 
years ago that he had just received a reply from Dr. Newman, to whom he had 
written on the subject of the meaning of some Scriptural statement. It was a 
polite and friendly reply informing him that he had never given himself to the 


study of the exegesis of Scripture. He assigned this as a reason for declining 
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to express any opinion —_It seems to me that this goes far to account for a man 
of marvelously keen intellect falling down before the Dagon of Romanism, as 
he, alas ! unhappily did, and as many others are doing. It has long seemed 
to me that perversion comes mainly from this cause, that the Bible becomes 
practically a closed book to man. When men shut up the Inspired Volume 
Rome’s spurious theology attracts and subdues them.” 

Cardinal Newman wasa master of style rather than a student of the Word of 
God. English Protestants admired and respected him, but they did not 
fellow his teachings. Many of his im mediate followers ‘‘ went over to 
Rome” after his departure, but the people did not follow. The writer of the 
obituary article in the London Zimes, August 12, says from the hour he became 
a Roman Catholic the Church of England regarded Newman at an increasing 
distance, but with an increasing favor. ‘‘ Yet it has been but a cold and 
profitless regard ; a just pride and a high admiration, but little more. As a 
nation and a race we now boast to have contributed to Rome one of her greatest 
minds and one of her best men. Yet we do not follow. The captain has led 
the way, but the column lags behind. The following has been almost wholly 
confined to the educated and refined, to the classes to whom religion is a lux- 
ury, an amusement, an agreeable relief from the frivolities and vulgarities of 
the hour. Several thousand have thus accompanied Newman, not into the 
wilderness, but into magnificent churches, and into well furnished and well 
frequented drawing-rooms. But that multitude which responded to the Gospel 
call on the shores of Gennesareth holds aloof and hears not the voice of the 
shepherd. The wise and prudent are many in the crowd that has left us, but 
of the babes there are none.” 

Newman's own family did not follow him into the Roman Catholic Church. 
His mother and sisters continued members of the Church of England. Two 
of his sisters married John and Thomas Mozley, the latter the author of 
‘*Reminiscences of the Oxford Movement,” and generally credited with the 
authorship of the elaborate obituary notice of Newman in the London Zimes. 
His two brothers, Frank William and Charles Robert Newman, were agnostics. 
The former is still living at the age of eighty-six. Though he admired and was 
proud of his elder brother ‘‘ as a man of various culture and peculiar genius,” 
he says in his ‘‘ Phases of Faith,” he distrusted him. ‘‘ He never shared my 
strong attraction towards those whom I regarded as spiritual persons: on the 
contrary, I thought him stiffand cold towards them. Moreover, soon after his 
ordination he had startled and distressed me by adopting the doctrine of Bap- 
tismal Regeneration, and in rapid succession worked out views which I re- 
garded as full-blown ‘Popery.’ I speak of the years 1823-6. It is strange to 
think that twenty years more had to pass before he learnt the place to which 
hts doctrines belonged.” 

Rev. Thomas Mozley in his “ Reminiscences” has much to say of Newman, 
who was his tutor in Oriel College, Oxford, 1825-8. ‘‘ By the end of September, 
1836,” he says, ‘‘ 1 had become Newman’s brother-in-law. . . . Though I 
was, I really believe, as much in Newman’s secrets as anybody else, 1 could 
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not have said, till he actually went over to Rome, whether he was even likely 
to go over. I was repeatedly asked the question ; I was even told that the 
Court of Rome had certain grounds for being sure of his submission. ‘ 
Nevertheless the end was no surprise tome. . . . It wasat this time (1836) 
that Newman tried the experiment of extempose lectures on ecclesiastical sub- 
jects. The lectures were well attended, but Newman was not a practical orator.” 

Newman’s pen was the great instrument by which he influenced men. A 
writer in the September /.xfositor says: ‘‘ All his printed sermons were read 
from manuscript, and when the pen was out of his hand his felicity of diction 
quite failed him. He told me himself that he never saw the congregation he 
was addressing—a fact which, I suppose, by itself, shows that he had no ora- 
torical gift. But when he read with slow and musical enunciation the exquisite 
sentences he had penned inthe privacy of his room, there was something almost 
magical in the effect. His two volumes of Catholic sermons are in various 
ways better than his Protestant volumes, and these were all written and care- 
fully corrected for publication. But the spoken sermons he used not infre- 
quently to deliver in the church were by comparison deplorable. They were 
apparently unprepared and were without plan or point. Occasionally, when he 
uttered some familiar phrase, he would do it with force and feeling; but 
throughout he was rambling and dreary, and while listening one had to stimu- 
late one’s imagination and memory to feel assured that this was the great Dr. 
Newman, the unrivalled classic preacher of St. Marys, Oxford. I often used 
to lament that he did not write out and read something which might have 
been half the length and yet a thousand times more effective ; and while I think 
his attempts at spoken sermons were partly due to an idea that preaching ought 
not to be reading, I am bound to add that | believe indolence and a sort of 
contempt for the congregation he had to address were partly responsible for 
them. I can recollect his rushing up to the library a few minutes before he 
had to be in the pulpit, in fact while the ‘ Gloria in Excelsis’ was being sung, 
to find something to talk about.” 

Not all that has been written of Cardinal Newman is in eulogy. The Z»- 
glish Churchman, August 14, 18go, says: ‘‘ We regret that, in forming a just 
estimate of Dr. Newman’s career, truth compels us to take what is unmistak- 
ably the unpopular side. While fully admitting that he was one of those to 
whom God gave more than average ability and intellectual capacity, and that 
he possessed in no ordinary degree the gift of attracting men to himself and 
securing their lasting affection and devoted allegiance, we are yet compelled to 
add that, in our opinion, his great intellectual powers, during the last sixty 
years of his life, were used to the injury of the spiritual welfare of his fellow- 
countrymen. Cardinal Newman’s ecclesiastical career has been a blight and 
an evil, rather than a blessing to the nation. . . . To us, however, it seems 
that his perversion was in reality one af the greatest blessings to the Protestant 
Church of England, though, of course, a great loss to himself. Had Dr. New- 
man continued tll the present day as a clergyman in the Church of England, 
Rome would probably have gained more recruits to her communion than 
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otherwise she has been enabled to secure. But Dr. Newman will be most of 
all remembered by Protestants as the most eminent expositor of crooked modes 
of conducting religious controversy. All that is implied by Englishmen in the 
use of the word ‘ Jesuitical’ might fairly be applied to his conduct while serving 
as a minister of the Anglican Church. ‘I had,’ he writes in his Apologia, ‘a 
free-and-easy way of carrying things on;’ and he adds, ‘I used irony in 
conversation whea matter-of-fact men would not see what I meant. This kind 
of behavior was a sort of habit with me.’ As editor of the British Critic, he 
‘suffered an article against the Jesuits to appear in it, of which,’ he tells us, ‘1 
did not like the tone.’ In the first year of the Tractarian movement he wrote 
a book on the ‘ History of the Arians,’ in which he quoted with approval the 
advice of Clement of Alexandria, who says that a Christian ‘both thinks and 
speaks the truth, excef/ when consideration is necessary, and then, as a physician 
for the good of his patients, Ae wi// be false, or utter a falsehood, as the sophists 
say. . . . Nothing, however, but his neighbor’s good will lead him to do 
this. J//e gives himself up to the Church,’ For many years Newman carried 
into practice his doctrines concerning truth, ‘economy’ and ‘reserve.’ He 
wrote furiously against the Church of Rome as being ‘crafty, obstinate, wilful, 
malicious, cruel, unnatural, as madmen are—or rather,’ he observes, ‘she | the 
Church of Rome} may be said to resemble a demoniac.’ Of certain of the 
doctrines of that Church he wrote as being ‘ unscriptural,’ ‘ profane,’ ‘blas- 
phemous,’ ‘monstrous’ and ‘cruel.’ He allowed these statements to go forth 
to the world, and under their cover protected himself for years against the 
charge of being a Romaniser. But when these strong accusations had 
produced the effects he desired, he wrote to the Cexservative Journal on De- 
cember 12, 1842, to retract them all! It is evident to any one who carefully 
studies that letter that Dr. Newman never really believed the charges he brought 
against Rome to be true. Referring to the strong language he had used he 
boldly declared in the same letter: ‘Such views are necessary for our position.’ 
They might indeed be necessary to the position Newman had taken up, but the 
question arises, Were they truly and honestly expressed? or rather, Were 
they not what Englishmen call ‘falsehoods,’ though uttered for ‘his neigh- 
bors [supposed] good?’ We should much like to know what, in his old 
age, Cardinal Newman thought of his own conduct in the matter of 
the notorious Tract XC., of which he was the author? The sophistry of 
that Tract, which blinded his followers when it was written, could not deceive 
himself as a Roman Cardinal. The Zyacts fer the Times, of which Tract XC. 
was the last, were edited by Newman; and their work, to quote the words of 
the late Dean Burgon, was that of ‘ paving the way to many a dreary secession 
to Rome on the one hand, and to many a lapse into blank unbelief on the 
other.” 

This is enough for the present, Cardinal, about your brother ecclesiastic, the 
great Englishman. Yours truly, 


JAMES A. O'CONNOR. 
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NEW PUBLICATIONS. 


{All works noticed in these columns can be had 
at this office at Publishers’ prices. ] 
AIMEE’S MARRIAGE; by P. H.C. Cloth, 

I2mo., 534 pages, $1.50. The American 

Sunday School Union, Bible House, N. Y. 

{f we could tell our readers who P. 
H. C. is, the author of ‘‘Aimee’s Mar- 
riage,” they would be surprised and 
delighted while reading the book. The 
MS. of this book was sent to us two 
years ago, and though we liked it then 
it has impressed us more favorably in 
the printed volume. But the author 
has informed us that it has been 
revised and corrected since it was in 
our hands. Wecommend this book 
as one of the best histories of the 
struggles of Roman Catholics who seek 
ithe light of truth, and of Protestants 
who are saved from the snares of Roman 
sophistry. It 
book. 
says she has found in it the best pre- 
sentation of “Peter and the Rock,” 
that disputed question of St. Peter be- 


is a most fascinating 
A dear friend who has read it 


ing the first Bishop of Rome. The 
learned author quotes liberally from 
recognized authorities, without being 
pedantic, and the incidents of the story 
are well sustained throughout the vol- 
ume. It is the best and most enter- 
taining volume on the Roman ques- 


tion that has been published this year, 





FUN AND FINANCE; a discussion of modern 
Church novelties in connection with Chris 
tian giving; by Rev. Newton Wray, Pastor 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Lenox, Mass. 
McDonald, Gill & Co., Mass, 


Price 35 cents. 


Bost 
20STON, 


The Baltimore J/efhodist, August 28, 
says of Rev. Newton Wray’s admir- 
able treatise on ‘‘Fun and Finance,” 
which was noticed in our last issue: 

It is worth a cartload of many other 
books published this season. The 
title suggests only the subject of mod 
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ern church novelties in connection with 
Christian giving, but it is at the same 
time a treatise on worldliness in con- 
nection with church life, just such as 
our young people especially need to 
read. If we were a pastor we would 
persuade every member of our charge 
to read this book. It would accom- 
plish more than a six weeks visit from 
an evangelist. Until the Church gets 
on the Gospel ground so plainly por- 
trayed by the author we will never 
again see the spiritual prosperity which 
blessed her in the past. We commend 
the work to our preachers because of 
its suggestiveness on Scriptural lines 
also. It will help them to a half dozen 
sermons. 


This is one of the good books that 


we desire to circulate widely. The 


. author has sent us several copies which 


we wish tu send to our readers. Be- 
sides its intrinsic merits it is one of the 
neatest books printed this season. The 
price is 35 cents. 
this office. 


Address orders to 


Experience of D. A. Macdonald in the Roman 
Catholic Church; reasons why he came out 
and the story of his conversion, written by 
himself. Price 10 cents. 

“his is a 32 page tract by Mr. D. A. 
Macdonald, Lynn, Mass., who is do- 
ing a good work for the conversion of 
his Roman Catholic brethren. It is a 
record of his personal experience in 
coming out of the Church of Rome, 
and is full of Scriptural quotations to 
justify his position, 


THe True Hisroric Episcorpare, as seen m 
the Orivinal Constitution of the Church of 
Alexandria, etc., etc; by Rev. Mason Galla- 
vher, Brooklyn, NN. ¥3 12mo, 342 pp., 
cloth, $1.00. Funk & Wagnalls, New York. 


The design of this volume is to show, 
by an appeal to sound historical docu- 
ments, that the ancient Church of <Al- 
exandria, while Episcopal in govern- 
ment for 2 


years, had no Episcopal 


The 


succession in the modern sense. 
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evidence presented is cumulative. The 
testimony of Jerome is confirmed by 
Severus, Hilary 
porary; 


and another contem- 
also by Eutychius and Elma- 
cinus of later date. The same fact is 
shown to be conceded by Morinus and 
Amalarius, among Roman Catholic 
scholars. The most eminent Episco- 
pal divines—Goode, Litton, Riddle, 
Harrison, Stanley, Jacob, Hatch, Light- 
foot, Mossman and Greenwood—are 
quoted in support of the Alexandria 
arrangements, together with Churchmen 
of an earlier date. The most promi- 
nent writers of the Methodist, Presby- 
terian, Luthern and Congregational 
churches are presented in confirmation 
of the same fact. The settlement of 
this question concerning the existence 
of an unbroken, exclusively valid 
Episcopal succession in the negative is 
shown to remove a formidable obstable 
to Christian union. A catena of En- 
glish Churchmen on the Apostolical 
succession from the Reformation is 
given. The book presents abundant 
evidence that the view that the laying 
on of hands of a third order in the 
ministry is essential to a valid ordina- 
tion was unknown to the Primitive 
Church, is repudiated by all Protestant 
churches, including the Protestant 
Episcopal Church, whose early and 
better writers and articles are shown to 
be opposed to such exclusive claims. 
The author, formetly a High Church 
Episcopal clergyman, was constrained 
through inquiry to renounce his for- 
mer opinions and took part with 
Bishop Cummins in establishing the 
Reformed Episcopal Church. As the 
question of the “Historical Episcopate” 
isnow discussed, the book is timely 
and sheds important light upon the 
subject. 
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Nunnery Lire IN THE oe ORLENG 
LAND. By Sister Mary Agnes. London, 
Hodder & Stoughton. Price $1.00. 


This volume is in some respects like 


\Edith O’Gorman’s ‘‘Convent Life Un- 


veiled.” Miss J. M. Povey (Sister Mary 
Agnes) spent seventeen years in An- 
glican convents under the superinten- 
dence of Father Ignatius, who is now 
in this country, and tells her experi- 
ence in this volume. An English 
clergyman, Rev. W. Lancelot Holland, 
Vicar of All Saints, Hatcham, has 
written a preface to the work in which 
he vouches for the lady’s truthfulness. 
She took vows of poverty, chastity and 
obedience, like Roman Catholic nuns, 
and seems to have been as unhappy in 
her convent life as the Roman Sisters, 
The Nun of Kenmare was for four 
years an Anglican nun before she be- 
came a Roman Catholic, and like Miss 
Povey she now condemns all convents. 
This book throws a curious light on 
convents in England. 


eee 


CHRIST'S MISSION. 

During the month of September the 
list of names for the Mission Fund of 
$100 to be paid at one time, or at the 
rate of $25 a year for four years, has 
been increased by five names, anda 
working girl wrote to say she would be 
one of ten who would contribute $1¢ 
to the fund. The friends of this work can 
select any way they please t to help it on. 


eee 


THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS AND 
THEIR ENEMIES. 

We recently received an _ order for 
1,000 copies of Father McGlynn’s _ lecture 
on **The Public Schools and their Enemies.’ 
This tract should be widely circulated in Illin- 
ois and Wisconsin before the elections in Nov 
ember when the Roman Catholics hope to de- 
feat the Bennett law of the latter State which 
requires that the Enghsh language shall be 
taught in the public schools. We will send 
1,000 copies of this lecture for $8.00; 100 
copies $1.00. 25 copies 50 cts; 3 copies 1o cts. 








